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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on October 
21, 2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1 . Claims 28 -35, and 40-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US Patent No. 5,467,402 to Okuyama et al. 

With regard to claim 28, Applicant claims "displaying motion video data 
representative of the field of view of the motion video camera". Column 6, lines 
32-39 clearly teach a traffic flow system, wherein the velocity of passing vehicles is 
calculated, and further that an image of the road, which shows moving vehicles (See 
Figure 7) is displayed on a monitor. Applicant further requires "receiving indication of 
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a selectable control zone type". Figures 7, 14, and 15, show examples of 'control 
zones' corresponding to a traffic flow system, security system, and inspection system 
respectively; each of which control a display monitor 130. The reference also teaches 
that control zones can be output to a single monitor selectively as taught on col. 16 lines 
13-20 and fig. 16. Each scenario will display an image of the selected 'control zone', or 
static area being monitored. In one case the selected control zone is a road, in another 
case an entrance to a building, and in yet another case a conveyor belt. Each of which 
will inherently provide visual data, or indicate, the type of control zone that is under 
surveillance. Lastly, claim 1 requires "receiving information pertaining to the size of 
the control zone, within the FOV of the motion video camera". As seen in Figure 7d, 
and explained in column 6, lines 60-65, a measuring area g is determined, which 
corresponds to the area of road, or area of the FOV of the motion video camera which 
pertains to the moving objects of interest within the scene. Therefore, the size of the 
control zone is determined. 

The additional limitations of claim 40 require a database of a plurality of 
control zone types, defining a control zone in a selected view of the FOV of the 
motion video camera, wherein the control zone is selected from the plurality of 
control zones stored in the database and defining a tracking behavior for the 
control zone. As previously stated Figures 7, 14, and 15, a traffic flow system, security 
system, and inspection system respectively; each contains a display monitor 130. Each 
scenario will display an image of the control zone, or static area being monitored. In the 
first case a road, in the second case an entrance to a building, and in the third case a 
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conveyor belt. Each of which will inherently provide visual data, or indicate, the type of 
control zone that is under surveillance. In addition Okuyama discloses defining aspects 
of tracking behavior, in this case related to elimination vehicle shadows, for the control 
zone from a database (Okuyama 'large scale file') in column 7 line 43 through column 9 
line 39. Shadow elimination is a tracking behavior because it is associated with 
individual vehicles, which must be recognized and tracked and processed differently 
dependant on color as shown in column 8 line 61 to column 9 line 19. Furthermore, the 
Okuyama reference teaches an image recognition system, and therefore inherently 
teaches that information be stored, in advance, to properly carry out the image 
recognition process. Moreover, stored control zones or images, would include images 
associated with Figures 7, 14, and 15, to properly carry out the image recognition 
process of each of the multiple embodiments disclosed by Okuyama. 

The additional limitations of claim 43 requiring a readable memory and 
software for carrying out the claimed process can be found in column 3, line 56 
through column 4, line 1 5, wherein computer memory is used to store procedures for 
carrying out the method of displaying motion video, and image recognition. 

As for claims 29, 41, and 44, Figure 7a-7d show a graphical representation of the 
control zone in association with the FOV and motion video data. 

As for claims 30 and 45, the Okuyama reference teaches several different 
embodiments, including intrusion detection, which is shown in Figure 14, which would 
be considered an entry control zone, in addition secured areas can be considered 
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privacy zones. The area selected in Figure 7d is a tracking zone, and anything outside 
the area shown in Figure 7d is a black-out and/or exclusion zone. 

With regard to claims 31-33, 42, and 46-48 , motion detection, object recognition, 
by the tracking, and ceasing tracking for objects outside the tracking zone are inherently 
taught Okuyama reference as seen in Figures 7a-7e and further explained in Column 7, 
line 43 through Column 9, line 39. 

With regard to claims 34 and 49, the Okuyama reference teaches several 
different embodiments, including intrusion detection, which is shown in Figure 14, which 
would be considered an entry control zone, in addition, secured areas can be 
considered privacy zones. The area selected in Figure 7d is a tracking zone, and 
anything outside the area shown in Figure 7d is a black-out and/or exclusion zone, 
origination zone, as well as a tracking continuation zone, because objects will be 

As for claims 35 and 50, the area shown in Figure 7d is considered a tracking 
origination zone, as well as a tracking continuation zone, because objects will be 
tracked upon entering the area, and tracked as they pass through the area. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claims 36-39 and 51-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 5,467,402. 

With regard to claims 36 and 51, in the case of a privacy zone, it has been shown 
that secured areas, such as interior offices, can be considered privacy zones. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad to only monitor movement in a 
secured area because detected motion would be indicative of intrusion, and tracking 
would not be necessary to verify an alarm event. (Official Notice) 

As for claims 37 and 52, continuation of tracking across zones designated as 
exclusion zones, due to erroneous motion, such as rippling water, or rustling leaves, is 
an obvious embodiment because tracking an object outside of an origination zone may 
be necessary to positively identify the moving object in question, to verify whether or not 
a threat exists. (Official Notice) 

As for claims 38 and 53, designating an entry zone as an origination zone as well 
as a continuation zone is an obvious embodiment. If tracking begins in an entry, then 
the entry zone is automatically an origination zone, if tracking begins in an origination 
zone outside the entry, and for instance, the object being tracked is a burglar, it would 
be beneficial for the entry to be designated as a continuation zone to continue tracking 
the burglar in case of unlawful entry. (Official Notice) 

With regard to claims 39 and 54, since black-out zones are not necessarily areas 
of interest or concern, with regard to break-ins or unlawful entry, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad not to monitor black-out zones for movement, 
or intrusion detection. (Official Notice). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/21/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Examiner maintains the rejection. Explanation to follow. 

Applicant asserts that Okuyama does not provide for selection of a control zone 
type. However, as illustrated in the rejection of claim 28 Okuyama clearly teaches the 
selection of a control zone for display to an operator, and as stated in previous actions 
that the control zones can be of various scenarios whose visual data inherently indicate 
the control zone type that is selected. 

The applicant further asserts that Okuyama fails to describe a defining tracking 
behavior for control zone types. However as illustrated in the rejection of claim 40 
tracking behaviors, such as vehicle shadow elimination are defined. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Alexander et al. discloses a web based monitoring system, in which images can 
contained assigned processing zones. Randall et al discloses a security system with 
assignable block out masks. 

All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application prior to the 
entry of the submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and could have been finally rejected on the 
grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the 
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application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL even though it is a first action after the filing of a request for continued 
examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See MPEP § 706.07(b). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeremiah C. Huber whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5248. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 
p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571)272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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